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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-52 is/are pending in the application. 
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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This is a first office action in response to application no. 10/730,534 filed on December 
8, 2003 in which claims 1-52 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-10,1 3-1 5, 1 7-20, 22-30, 32-34, 37, 39-40, 42-44, and 46-52 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Dixon et al. (US Patent no. 
6975752). 

Regarding claims 1,17, 27, and 37, Dixon discloses in fig. 1 a computing device and 
method for processing input media in a computing device (See Abstract, Fig. 1, items 
114 and 112), the method comprising caching a reconstructed frame according to a set 
of criteria (See Dixon col. 6, lines 19-23 and col. 16, lines 24-43); receiving a request to 
scrub to a predictive frame of input media (See Dixon col. 15, lines 24-37 and col. 16, 
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lines 27-36); and responsive to receiving the request, decoding the predictive frame 
starting with the reconstructed frame (See Dixon col. 17, lines 34-49). The applicant 
should note that the "predictive frame" is disclosed when Dixon notes that "one or more 
frames are captured and reordered in DFN memory block ..." 

As per claims 2-3, 8, 10, 15, 18, 20, 23-24, 28, 30, 32-34, 40, 42-43, 47, 50-51, Dixon 
further discloses caching by a component in a media pipeline (See Dixon col. 16, lines 
54-65). 

As per claim 46, the input device (keyboard or mouse) will allow the enabling and 
disabling of the reconstructed frame of the computing device 

As per claims 7 and 22, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the 
above rejection of claim 1 . In addition, Dixon further discloses the input media 
specifying the timeline of the latest reconstructed frame (See col. 3, lines 26-36, col. 10, 
lines 50-67). 

As per claims 4-6, 44 and 48, Dixon further discloses caching wherein the caching is 
responsive to playback of the input media, and wherein the caching is responsive to 
detection of a reverse playback operation (See Dixon col. 76, lines 15-29 and col. 80, 
line 44-48). The applicant should note that the random playback mode as proposed in 
Dixon inherently performs reverse playback operation as needed. 
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As per claims 9, 1 9, 29, 39 and 49, most of the limitations of these claims have been 
noted in the rejection of claims 1 , 17, 27 and 37. In addition, Dixon further discloses the 
criteria based on periodic time interval (See Dixon col. 14, lines 25-39), decoded frame 
size and available system memory, requesting an application playback rate (See Dixon 
col. 75, lines 50-59, col. 76, col. 15-29). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 11-14, 16, 21, 31, 35-36, 38, 41, 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Dixon (US Patent n 0.6975752) in view of Huntington et al. 
(US Patent Application Publication no. 2007/0011321 A1). 

As per claims 1 1 -1 4, 1 6, 21 , 31 , 35-36, 38, 41 and 45, it is noted that Dixon is 
silent about determining that there is a cached reconstructed frame representing a 
complete decoded version of an inter-frame of the input media, the cached 
reconstructive frame being associated with a time less than or equal to a time t_request 
of the predictive frame; and wherein the cached reconstructed frame is the 
reconstructed frame. 
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However, Huntington determined that there is a cache and wherein the cached 
frame is being associated with a timing with respect to predictive frame as specified in 
the claims (See Huntington paragraphs [0178-0179]). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Dixon's playback by incorporating 
Huntington's step of determining that there is a cached reconstructed frame 
representing a complete decoded version of an inter-frame of the input media, the 
cached reconstructive frame being associated with a time less than or equal to a time 
t_request of the predictive frame; and wherein the cached reconstructed frame is the 
reconstructed frame. The motivation for performing such a modification in Dixon is to 
avoid spurious timer alarms and also to allow a user to move, remove, or dock several 
windows as taught by Huntington. 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Von Bokern et al. (US Patent no. 5987628) teaches method and apparatus for 

automatically correcting errors detected in a memory subsystem. 

Porter (US Patent no. 6920181) teaches method for synchronizing audio and video 

streams. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gims S. Philippe whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7336. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (10:30-7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dastouri Mehrdad can be reached on (571) 272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Gims S Philippe 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2621 
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